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PROPERTY TAXATION: RELIEF IN EVENT OF DISASTER. Legislative 
Constitutional Amendment. Legislafure may authorize the assess· 
5 ment or reassessment of property damaged or destroyed by major mis-fortune 01' calamity after lien date, and property is located in disaster area proclaimed by G~vernor. . 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 30, Part II) 
General Ana.lysis by the Legislative Counsel property tax relief after the tax lien dl\te, "'hell 
A "Yes" vote on this measnre is a vote to per- property is destroyed 01' damaged primal'ily 
mit the Legislature to authorize local taxing agen- through events of nature, and the area in ,,·hieh 
cies to reassess property in a disaster area where the property is lo~ated is subsequently declared 
the propert.'· has been damaged or destroyed by a to be in a state of disaster by the Governor. 
major misfortunt' or calamity. This provision has been used by the Lt'gislatnrt' 
A "Xo" vote is a vote to continue in existence on several oceasions and has been considert'd to bt' 
the present provision which permits the Legisla- an important aid to property ownt'rs who ha:l'p 
ture to authorize local taxing agencies to provide found themselyes faced with paying taxes on prop-
'for appropriate relief from property taxation erty that has been destroyed or damaged thr()ug-It 
when property is located in a disaster area, but no fault of their own. However, the preseilt word-
only when such property has been damaged or ing of the Constitution leaves some doubt as to 
destroyed by fire, flood, earthquake or other act whether propertJ' destroyed or damaged as the re-
of God. suit of sueh things as arson, would qualify for tax 
relief. eyen thoug'h the area·· is subseqnelltl~' d,'-
dared to be ill the state of disaster by the Go,'-For further details see below. 
Detailed Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
Under existing provisions of Section 2.8 of Ar-
ticle Xln of the Btate Constitution, when property 
is damaged or destroyed after the lien date (the 
fir,t Monday in March of any year) by fire, flood, 
earthquake, or otht'r act of God, the Legislature is 
permitted to provide. or to authorize local taxing 
agencies to provide for, any appropriate relief 
from ad valorem taxation for such propt'rty, if it 
is located in an area or region subsequently pro-
claimed by the Governor to be in a state of disaster. 
This measure, if adopted by the voters, would 
amend Section 2.8 to permit the Legislature to au-
thorize local taxing agencies to provide for the 
asse,sment or reassessment of property damaged or 
destroyed after the lien date in any year by any 
major misfortune or calamity where the damaged 
or destroyed property is located in an area or 
region subsequently proclaimed by the Governor 
to bp in a state of disaster. 
The measure would thus extend the provision to 
cover damage or destruction to property by any 
major misfortune or calamity, but would limit the 
relief to the assessment or reassessment of the 
property assessed by locai taxing agencies. 
Argument in Favor of Proposition No.5 
This proposed Constitutional Amendment would 
broaden the scope of circumstances under which 
the l,egisiatnre could authorize local taxing agen-
cies to provide for reassessment and related tax 
relief to property ,owners whose property is dam-
aged Or destro~'ed as the result of a major misfor-
tUlle or calamity, provided that the area in which 
the property is located is subsequently declared as 
being in a st"te of disaster by the Governor. 
The California State Legislature during the 1964 
First Extraordinary Session approved Assembly 
Constitutional Amendment No. 10 for snbmission to 
tht' voters_ This proposal was approved by the 
· .. ters at the General Election of November 3, 1964, 
.nd gave the Legislature the right to provide for, 
or to authorize local taxing agencies to provide fOI' 
ern or. 
The basic philosophy involved, is that property 
destroyed in a major calamity relieves local govern-
ment of the responsibility of providing sel'\'iees 
and, thert'fore, local government should be allo\\'~d 
to waive the collection of taxes on snch propt'rtJ'. 
Tlwrefore, the broadening of this constitutional 
proYi,ion is important to all property owners who 
might ever have the occasion to seek this ll1t'th<>d 
of tax relief in the event of disaster. 
F. DOUGLAS FERRELL 
Assemblyman, 55th District 
Los Angeles County 
ALVIN C_ WEINGAKD 
State Sel~ator 
Santa Barbara County 
Argument Against Proposition No.5 
A 010 vote on Proposition 5 will prevent all 11ll-
fair and discriminatory shifting of taxes whieh can 
only lead to unnecessary property tax increast's. 
'rhe people in 1964 voted to allow the Legislatlll'~ 
to provide relief from property taxes where" P!'op-
ert)' is destroyed b~' fire, flood, or other act of God" 
in a disaster area. 'rhis Proposition broadens the 
scope of that anthority; it opens the door to possi-
ble abuse and tax give-aways. 
'fhis Proposition is unfair and discriminator.,-_ 
One 'property taxpayer who loses his home throng-h 
"major misfortune" in a disaster area such' 'as 
'Watts, would be helped while anotht'r, ,,,ho suff"rs 
the same" major misfortune" a few bloc·k8 ontsi(lc 
the disaster area because of a molotov cocktail 
would receive no relief. 
The Proposition makes no distinction betwt'en in-
sured as opposed to uninsnred loss. 'Vhy should 
an insured property taxpayer be allowed relief be-
canse he lives in a disaster area while another, who 
may not be cowrt'd outside the disaster art'a, gets 
lIO relief! 
The Proposition places an unfair burden on other 
local property taxpayers who would ha.ve to pay 
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flu! cost through increased tax~s. Why should the I rest_of the cou~ty taxpayers to bear. This Proposi-
eost burden of a' "major misfortune" prodaimed tion could, therefore, make it mor~ difficult to ac-
by the State as a disaster, fall only upon loeal tually help people in an area which is truly in need. 
propert~- taxpayers' The State prodaims the dis- Why should we act 110W to broaden a provision 
aster and, therefore, the burdi'll pcrhaps sbould be of the Constitution we have just recently chal'~ed 
IShared statewide. In most cases state and federal before enough experience is gained under the nist-
e~ergel~cy .aid would alRo be forthcoming to pro- ing provisions which limit relief to eases invoh'ing 
'-Hie rehef 111 affected areas. ' tire, fiood, or other act of God? 
This provision may disconrap:e relief for those Your XO "ote on Proposition 5 will pa,,~ tbe 
in a disaster area becau,e of the fear that the cost ,,'ay for a fairer non-discriminator~- approach to 
to other local taxpayers \\"ould be to'o high. If a lIidin~ thosl' who suffer from a major calamity. 
"major misfortune" affeds a large part of a JOHN G. VENEMAN 
connty, talt relief would most likely not be pro- Assemblyman, 30th District 
"ided b~eause _the cost would be too p:reat for the California Legislature 
LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE. Legisl:!.tive Constitutional Amendment. Pro- ~-vides that llcts of Legislature shall go into effect 60 days after 6 adjonrnment of re~ular session and 90 days after any other session. Legislature shall reconvene for not more than 5 days after expiration of 30 days folJowing a general session to reconsider those measures vetoed by Governor after adjournment. 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 30, Part n) 
General Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
J,..\ "Y PH" yott.!. on t hiR nl{"asnr~ is n "ote to re--
'Inirf' th,· State Ll'gislatnl'e to reeonwne after a 30-
Ilay l'Pl'PSS at the ~/ltl of each general sessio'n, for 
tIll' soIl' pnrpns!' of rl'collsidering bills wtoed by the 
(loyernor. 
A "Xo" yote is 1\ yote to eontin11e the present 
prpyisions as to legislath'e sessions without pro-
yision for snch a rl'cl'Ss at the end of each general 
'WS. ... iOll. 
For further <lctails see belo, .... 
Detailed Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
the 90-da)· period after final a.ljollrnment of the 
session. Tbis llleasure would rl'(hwe the period for 
filing referendum petitions from ~lO to 60 days 
after the final adjonrnllll'nt of a general session to 
allow for the recess referred to abo\'e. 
The measure would not afff',·t bnilget or extraor-
dinary (special) sessions except as to the period 
of time during which the Governor is permitted to 
act on bills presented to him within the last 10 days 
of the session. Under the <'xisting pro\'isions, the 
Gowrnor has 30 days (Sundays exc(pted) to sign 
a bill presented to him within the last lO days of 
a budget or extraordinary session. {Tn del' this 
measure, the Go\'ernor would haw :30 days (Sun-
l'mler the eltisting proyisions of ArtieJe IV of da~-s included) to act on sn .. h bills. 
tl ... Constitntion. 1\ bill pllssed by the Le~'islature is Argument in Fa.vor of Proposition No.6 
then submitt"d to the Go\'el·nor. The bin will be, 
"Olll,' la\"\' unless the Goyerllor y"toes it and returns Your YES vote on Proposition 6 (a nonpartisau 
it to tlw Legislature \\"ithin 10 da~·s (Sun,]ay~ ('x- proposal) wiII help abolish a relic of state gOYern-
"epte(1) after it was preSl'nted to him. The Legis- ment which now prevents the public from finding 
lahu'c lIIay by a t"'o-thirds \'ote of the members of ont why a governer has vetoed legislation which 
ea('h hollSl' O\'erride the Gowrnor '8 wto. Howewr, bas passed the Legislature during the last ten days 
if the Lpg-islat\ll'e adjol1rns before the end of the of a general session, The State Constitution now 
lO-,lay period and thus pre\'Puts the return of a allows a governor to merd~' wait for 30 days after 
bill, tIll' bill \"iIl not b('come law unless the Gover- adjournment of a legislative general session and 
nor signs it withill 30 days (Sundays excepted) kill bills by "pocket veto" without any explanation 
after the end of the legislative session. In such to anyone. The file in the governor '8 office on a 
eases there is no opportunity for the Legislature "pocket "etoed" bill is kept confidential, and the 
to o\'erride the Governor's veto. . information in it is not available to you as a citi-
This IlWaSlu'e, if approved, would amend various zen, nor to the news sources nor is it available to 
1It.,.tions of Al'ti"le IV to provide that a bilI passed the Legislature or any Legislator. This system of 
withill the last ]0 days of a general session will secrecy is contrary to public policy in California 
b<'":1I11: law unless the GOYl'rn?r ~'does it. within 30 I which demand~ that aetions o~ public. Offi.d31S wh~e? 
(la~s aft~r .thl' end o~ the sessIOn. The measure affect the publIc are the publle's bUSlIless. 'fhe clh-
wonld re'jmre th.e LegISlature to ree;"s at the end zens of California haye the right to know by full 
of a general se~s\On mHl to .llle~t agam on the first disclosure what goes 011 ill state government, and 
:alo\~day folIowmg the e?,lm:atlOn of 30 days ~ol- the" pocket veto" is a denial of that right. 
lowmg the date UPOIl which It recesse,d for a periOd P .1' 6 t" " .' Itt k " b 
of not to exceed ;) days for the sole purpose of ~O~OSI 1011 pro eeTS ) our ng 1 o. now y 
rl'eollsidering measures vetoed by the Governor ~wfl~lr1l1g a ?oYernor t? tell ~he pu~hc. and t.~e 
during the preceding general ses~ion, I LegIslature hIS reasons for kIlling legIslatIon. This 
Under the existing proyisiollS of Seetion 1 of Ar- offieial written explanation wiII be a full diselosurf 
tielt' IV, a referl'ndum petition with respect to a to be tested in debate-not jn,t a bri~f press re-
bill I'llaetl'd at a gt'lleral session may be filed within lease with no chance for rebujj aI. 
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, 
bonds, or the incurrence of such indebtedness or at such election; and (2) the proposition for issn-
liability, under any such proposition, shall be ance of such general obligation bonds, or +'- in. 
deemed properly authorized and approved pro· currence of such indebtedness or liability p_ 
vided that: (1) the amendment to this section so proved by 60 percent of the qualified elech _ J of 
proposed is approved by the electors of the state the public entity voting on such proposition. 
PROPERTY TAXATION: RELIEF IN EVENT OF DISASTER. Legislative 
YES Constitutional Amendment. Lp;~islatnr~ llla.v anthorize the ass!,ss· 
5 llwnt or reassesslllt'nt of propprt~' dallla~ed or drstro,H'd by major mis-fortune or calaJl1it~· after lien datr. and propprt~· is lu('"tt,d in disaster area prodaimed by Goyernor. NO 
, (This amendment proposed by Assembly COll- to provide fo. , *~ ~~e ¥ffi~ H-6+tt a4 
Bf:itutional Amendment No.8, 1966 First Extraor- ¥lll"¥ffit ~1t+t"fI the assessment or reassessment 
dinary Session, expressly amends an existing of taxable property wlH're +at after the lieu date 
$!'ction of th ... Constitution, therefore, EXISTING fOl' agivpn ~ax ycar taxable propert~· is damaged 
PROVISIONS proposed to be DELETED are 01' destroyed by fiw., fieed, e~fj:tI~ er 6tfle¥ eet 
printed in 8TRTKEOU'j,' !f'¥P.E, and NEW PRO- .,¥ GBtI, a major misfortune or calamity and W 
VISIONS proposed to be INSERTED are printed the damagpd or destroyed propert~' is located ill 
in BLACK-FACED TYPE.) an ar('a or region which was subsequently pro. 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO ('~ai]~wd b)' till' 00\'('1'1101' to be in a state of dis-
ARTICLE XIII a tel. 
',' SEC. 2,8. The Legislatur(' shall have the power I 
to ~f6¥ttk ~ 6f' authorize locaf taxinft agt'ueies 
LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. Pro-
YES vides that acts of Legislatnre shall go into effect GO days after 
6 adjournment of regular session and 90 dars after any other session, LegislaturE' shall reconYene for not more than 5 days after expiration of 30 days following a general session to reconsider those nH'aSllres 
vetoed by Governor after adjollrllluent. NO 
(This amendment proposed by Assembly Con-
stitutional Amendment No. 90, 1965 Regnlar Ses-
sion, expressly amends existing sections of the 
Constitution; therefore, EXISTING PROVI-
SIONS proposed to be DELETED are printed in 
~'l'RIKEOlJT !f'¥P.E; and NEW PROVISIONS 
proposed to be INSERTED are printed in 
BLACK.FACED TYPE.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 
, ARTIc:::LE IV 
First, That the first and second st'utences of the 
fourth paragraph of Section 1 of Article IV 
the-reof be amended to read: 
'I'he second power reserwd to the people shall 
be known as the referendum. No act passed 'b)' 
tile J:,e~islature shall go into effect until ~ 60 
days after tfte final adjournment 6£ ~ _i6tt of 
a general session, or 90 days after final adjourn. 
JIlent of any other session, of th~ Legislature 
wllich passed such act, except acts cltlling elec· 
tions, acts providing for tax leyies or appropria-
tiolls for the usual current expenses of the state, 
and urgency m~asu r~8 necessar~' for the immedi-
ate preservation of th~ public peace, health or 
lafety, passed by a t,vo·thirds vote of all of the 
BH'lUbers elected to each house. 
S(·tond, 'fhat the fifth paragraph of Section 1 of 
Artiele IV thereof bp amended to read: 
Upon the presentation to the Secretary of Rtate 
within ~ 60 days after ~ final adjourn-
~t·llt of a general semon or, 90 days after the 
final adjournment of any other session of til(' ueg-
islature, of a petitioll ('ert ified as herein provided. 
to haw bern signed b~' qualified electors equal ill 
nUll1uer of 5 p~rccnt of all the votes cast for all 
calldidateH for Govrrnor at the last precedin!! 
!!encral election at "'hid] a Governor was elected. 
~sking that any act or sectioll or part of allY act 
of the Legislature be submitted to the ele~tors for 
their approval or rf'jection, the Secretar~' of State 
shall sublllit to th~ electors for th~ir approval or 
rejedion, such aet. or section or part of such act, 
at th~ next suc(,eeding general election occurring 
at any time subsequent to 30 days after the filing 
of said petition or at an~· special election whieh 
Illay be called b~· the Gowrnor, in his discretion, 
prior to such regular election, and no such act or 
section or part of ~uch act shall go into effect 
until and unless approwd by a majority of the 
qualified electors voting thereon; but if a refer. 
endUlll petition is fih,d a!rainst any section or part 
of all~' act the remainder of such act shall not bt' 
delayed from going into effect. 
Third, 'rhat the third [sic) " paragraph of sub· 
division (a) of S('ction 2 of Article IV thereof be 
amended to read: 
All regular s~ssions ill odd·nnm!'ered years shall 
b~ known as g'cnera 1. spssiolls and no general se~ .. 
sion shall exceed 120 calendar dr vs in duration. 
not including Saturdays or SUl;da~'s ~, except 
~ From the text of the measure it is clear t.hat the 
paragraph amended is the second p2 'ph 
of subdivision (a) of Section 2 of Ar iV. 
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